Evidence   for   Prosecution.
Dr Bernard H. Spibbury
which you examined after  it was exhumed?—No,    it    is   quite
impossible.
We know that these exhibits were examined by Mr. Webster,
and you know of the result of his examination, do you not 1—I do.
In your opinion, at what time must a dose or doses of arsenic
have been taken in order to find what Mr. Webster found in the
organs which you gave to him 1—From the amount of arsenic which
was present in the small and large intestines it is clear that a large
dose of arsenic must have been taken, I mean a poisonous dose,
possibly a fatal dose, must have been taken certainly within twenty-
four hours of death, and from the amount of arsenic which was
found in the liver—over 2 grains—and from the disease which I
found in the liver, it is clear that the poison must have been given
in a number of large doses extending over a period, certainly of
some days, probably not less than a week.
You have been in Court during the whole trial?—I have.
Have you heard Dr. Hincks's evidence as to the symptoms
which Mrs. Armstrong displayed about the time when she was taken
to Barnwood Asylum in August, 1920?—I have.
Have you formed any opinion as to what those symptoms
must have been caused by 1—I have.
Will you tell rny lord and the jury what, in your opinion,
was the cause of those symptoms?—She was, of course, suffering
from mental disease, melancholia, but in addition the vomiting
on the day of her admission, the presence of albumen in the urine,
and the suppression of urine are consistent with an acute or sub-
acute attack of arsenical poisoning, and the rapid disappearance
of the albuminuria, within a week after the admission to the
asylum, followed by the development of peripheral neuritis, point
clearly to an acute toxaemia as the cause of these symptoms.
Can you attribute this symptom as likely to be caused by a
particular poison?—They strengthen my view that the symptoms
taken as a whole were due to poisoning by arsenic.
There is now one matter to which I want to call attention.
In August, 1920, you did not mention the heart symptoms at that
time. I do not know whether you attach any importance to
what we were told were the heart symptoms in 1920 or not?—Yes,
I do; and it is only by inadvertence I failed to refer to them*
The rapid dilated heart and the murmur which was heard are
fully accounted for in the same way—acute poisoning, such as
arsenic.
Did you observe the evidence given by Dr. Hincks and Mr,
Martin as to a sudden attack which Mr. Martin had on the 26tb
October, 1921, an attack of diarrhoea, vomiting, and other
symptoms?—Yes, I did.
Are you able to form any opinion as to what was the cause of
that, having regard to the facts that we know about it, including
the result of the analysis of the urine ?—Certainly,
In view of the presence of arsenic in the urine to the extent of
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